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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are pending in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2, 4-8, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 2, the phrase M such as" renders the claim indefinite because it is unclear 
whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 4-8, 10, and 12 are rejected because the claims either inherit or contain the 
deficiencies of claim 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

3. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Specifically, claim 17 is directed to a computer program that is not embodied on a 
computer readable medium. A computer program product that is not embodied on an acceptable 
computer readable medium is nothing more than an abstract idea. When the computer program 
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product is recorded on an acceptable computer readable medium it becomes structurally and 
functionally interrelated to the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of 
technology permits the function of the computer program product to be realized. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3, 5, 7-11, 13, and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0167921 issued to Dwayne A. 
Carson et al. (hereinafter "Carson"). 
Claim 1: 

Carson discloses a document management method comprising: 
a process of generating a task information package datum as a set of data in order to 
manage information of referred documents and created documents in compiling a new document 
necessary for carrying out a task (Carson: paragraph [0014] and paragraph 10018] and paragraph [0023] and 
paragraph [0030], lines and 10-16 and paragraph [0032] and paragraph [0034]; As stated in the Applicant's 
specification, a task information package datum is simply a set of data which is generated in order to manage 
information of referred documents and created documents in compiling a new document (Applicant's Specification: 
abstract and paragraph [0006]). One can clearly see that the data gathered to generate the document distribution 
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path satisfies these criteria because the data used to construct the document distribution path helps the system 
manage and maintain referenced documents and created documents (Carson: paragraph [0030]; Note specifically, 
the Document Distribution Path is typically implemented as a directed graph where the vertices represent 
documents and edges describe historic relationships between documents.) . Furthermore, this data is managed while 
compiling a new document (Carson: paragraph [0034], lines 8-19).) 

a process of storing said task information package datum in one or more data bases 
(Carson: paragraph [0022 1 lines 12-13 and paragraphs [0033] - [0034]), and 

a process of presenting relevant information as a graphical chart that shows relational 
linkage among plural documents in a manner of reference to other documents wherein said 
reference is recorded in said task information package datum (Carson: paragraphs [0047 ] - [0049] and 
paragraph [0023] and paragraph [0014] and Figs. 2 and 3). 
Claim 2: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Carson further discloses 
wherein: 

information of referred documents (Carson: Fig. 3; Note the Tiled ZD From' column. This column 
lists a previous version of a documents which is now effectively a reference document.), compiled documents 
(Carson: Fig. 3; Note the Tile ID To' column. This column lists a newly compiled version which was compiled 
based upon a previous version.) and comment information (Carson: Fig. 3; Note the 'Operation' column. This 
column clearly lists a comment describing what occurred during document compilation.) such as knowledge 
and finding obtained in carrying out said task are recorded in said process of generating a task 
information package datum (Carson: paragraph [0024] and paragraph [0050]), 
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Claim 3: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Carson further discloses 
wherein: 

icons to present documents (Carson: Fig. 2; Note icons representing 'Doc A', 'Doc A", etc.) and 
arrows to present referenced documents and compiled documents (Carson: Fig, 2; Note the Arrows 
which connect various reference documents and compiled documents in order to construct the Document 
Distribution Path (DDP). DDP is a directional graph representing the relationships between a document and the 
document's history.) are used in said process of presenting relevant information as a graphical chart 
(Carson: Fig. 2 and paragraph [0014]). 
Claim 5: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 2, as noted above, and Carson further discloses 
wherein: 

said process of generating a task information package datum includes a process to record 
at least one of information among a name of a writer (Carson: paragraph [0040]; Note the data contains 
user identification.), date of compilation (Carson: paragraph [0038] - [0043]; Note the data contains a variety of 
start times and end times for different tasks.), a subject of a task (Carson: Fig. 3; Note the operation column.) 
and a process name (Carson: Fig. 3; Note the operation column.) of said task as index information 
therein (Carson: paragraph [0032] and paragraph [0037] and paragraphs [0069] - [0078]; Note that the 'document 
chunks' are used to generate a clusters and indices. Furthermore, the 'document chunks' may include data such as 
those listed above in the rejection of claim 5.). 
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Claim 7: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 5, as noted above, and Carson further discloses 
wherein: 

said index information is set by using information of a system which manages process of 
said task (Carson: paragraphs [0069] - [0078]). 
Claim 8: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 5, as noted above, and Carson further discloses 
wherein: 

said process of presenting relevant information as a graphical chart works for processing 
to present only relevant information given in said index information (Carson: Fig. 2 and paragraph 
[0014], lines 6-11; One would assume that only relevant information is reported.). 
Claim 9: 

Claim 9 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1 . 
Claim 10: 

Claim 10 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 
Claim 11: 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 
Claim 13: 

Claim 13 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 
Claim 15: 

Claim 15 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 
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Claim 16: 

Claim 16 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 8. 
Claim 17: 

Carson discloses a computer software program that allows a computer to execute said 
document management method defined in claim 1 (see rejection of claim 1 and Carson: paragraph [0014]). 
Claim 18: 

Carson discloses a computer readable medium that records said computer software 
program which allows a computer to execute said document management method defined in 
claim 1 (see rejection of claim and Carson: paragraph 10014]). 
Claim 19: 

Carson discloses an information management method comprising: 
a process to manage a package information that consolidates text information and linkage 
information showing a relational linkage thereof to external files (Carson: paragraph 10014] and 
paragraph [0018] and paragraph [0023] and paragraph [0030], lines and 10-16 and paragraph [0032] and 
paragraph [0034]), and 

a process to obtain a candidate information to be recorded in said package information 
from progress of task, comment information and said external files (Carson: paragraph [0014] and 
paragraph [0018] and paragraph [0023] and paragraph [0030], lines and 10-16 and paragraph [00321 and 
paragraph [0034] and Figs. 2 and 3). 
Claim 20: 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 19, as noted above, and Carson further 
discloses: 
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a process to manage updated information as historical data in a manner of said package 
information (Carson: paragraph [0014] and paragraph [0030] and paragraph [0034]), and 

a process to present at least one of tasks, names of writers, indices and versions after 
obtaining relational linkages of documents over a group of said package information (Carson: 
paragraph [00141 lines 6-11 and Figs. 2-3 and paragraphs [0038] - [0043]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carson 
and further in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,865,713 issued to Cary Lee Bates et al. (hereinafter 

"Bates"). 
Claim 4; 

Carson discloses all the elements of claim 2, as noted above, and Carson further 
discloses: 

icons to present documents and arrows to present referenced documents and compiled 
documents are used in said process of presenting relevant information as a graphical chart 
(Carson: Fig. 2 and paragraph [0014]). Carson does not explicitlydisclose a process to present a pop 
up window to present said comment information is included in said process of presenting 
relevant information as a graphical chart. 
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However, Bates discloses a process to present a pop up window to present said comment 
information is included in said process of presenting relevant information as a graphical chart 
(Bates: see at least column 12, lines 28-47), 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Carson with the teachings of Bates noted above. The 
skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve the teachings of Carson per the above 
because the displayed comment may indicate additional useful information about the document 
to the user, helping the user to decide whether or not to retrieve and/or modify a desired 
document (Bates: column 3, lines 16-31). 
Claim 12: 

Claim 12 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 12. 
6. Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carson 
and further in view of U.S. Patent 5,905,980 issued to Hiroshi Masuichi et al. (hereinafter 

"Masuichi"). 
Claim 6: 

Carson discloses all the element of claim 5, as noted above, but Carson does not 
explicitly discloses wherein: 

said index information is obtained by morphological analysis which is applied to 
sentences described in said referred documents, said created documents and said comment 
information with a profession word dictionary which manages technical terms. 

However, Masuichi discloses wherein said index information is obtained by 
morphological analysis which is applied to sentences described in said referred documents, said 
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created documents, and said comment information with a profession word dictionary which 
manages technical terms (Masuichi: column 10, lines 5-25 and column 12, lines 1-16). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Carson with the teachings of Masuichi noted above. The 
skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve the teachings of Carson per the above such 
that all possible words generated from a particular word stem can be considered in the index of a 
document. 
Claim 14: 

Claim 14 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick A. Darno whose telephone number is (571) 272-0788. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on (571) 272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
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